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Claim{s) discussed: 1. 

Identification of prior art discussed: Lupien (5,101.353) and Jain (6.343,278) . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)n was reached. g)n was not reached. h)n N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 
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allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Claim 1 was discussed in detail with regards to two particular points. 
The first area of focus was regarding claim language directed to holding orders prior to submission for execution. The 
concept of holding was discussed in view of Lupien as well as general practices in the field. The concept of holding is 
further expanded on in the second point of discussion, primarily with regards to the conditions by which the items being 
held are released, that being by a market condition which is applied to the holding tank. Specific resolution regarding 
the claims was not reached, however, the examiner will review with a primary focusing on portfolio and a full search will 
be submitted to STIC. An amendment will be submitted and examiner will review in light of research to be conducted 
as outlined (review with primary and STIC). 



